16	ON   PSYCHICAL  ENERGY
psychic energy. This alternative would certainly be open
to us as a hypothetical operation. Psychology, as much as
physics, can avail itself of the privilege of building up con-
cepts, as Lipps has remarked. We are justified in so far as
an energic view-point is at all serviceable, and not merely
a subsumption under a vague general concept—an objection
justly enough raised by Wundt We, for our part, hold
to the view that the energic standpoint concerning psychical
phenomena is a valuable one in so far as it provides a means
of recognizing just those quantitative relations, the existence
of which in psychology cannot be denied, though from a
purely qualitative standpoint they are overlooked.
If, now, the mind consisted, as is contended by * conscious-
ness psychologists', of conscious processes only -(admittedly
somewhat ' dark' now and then), we might be satisfied
with postulating a ' psychic energy'. But since we are
convinced that the unconscious processes belong to psychology,
and not merely, as substratum processes, to the physiology
of the brain, we are forced to place our concept of energy upon
a broader basis. We fully agree with Wundt that there are
dimly conscious things. We assume, as he does, a clarity-
scale for conscious contents. But the psyche does not cease
for us where black begins, but is continued into regions that
are wholly unconscious. Moreover, we leave brain physiology
its share, since we assume that the unconscious functions
finally go over into the substratum processes, to which no
psychical quality can be assigned, except in the way of a
philosophical hypothesis of pan-psychism.
In delimiting a concept of psychic energy we are faced with
certain difficulties, because we are without the means of
separating a psychical from a simple biological process.
Biology as weU as psychology can be approached from the
energic standpoint, in so far as the latter is found to be
necessary and profitable to biological research* Whether
with psychic processes, or with life processes in general,
no exact equivalence-relation to physic energy is demonstrable.

